Remarks 



Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of all of the claims 
of the application. The status of the claims is as follows: 

• Claims 1-11,1 5-35, 38-52, 54-62, 64-83, 85, 87 and 91 -95 are currently pending. 

• Claims 91-95 are canceled herein. 

Allowed Claims 

The Office Action indicates that claims 47-52, 54-62, 64-83, 85 and 87 are 
allowable. Applicant would like to thank the Examiner for allowing claims 47-52, 54-62, 
64-83, 85 and 87. These claims have not been amended herein, and therefore remain 
in condition for allowance. 

Cited Documents 

The following documents have been applied to reject one or more claims of the 
Application: 

• Barile: Barile, U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0093531 

• Christie: Christie, et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2007/0156910 

• Day: Day, U.S. Patent No. 7,266,189 

• Tackin: Tackin, et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2009/0052642 

• Disney: Disney, et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,289,388 

• Holzrichter: Holzrichter, U.S. Patent No. 6,006,175 

• Braida: Braida, U.S. Patent No. 6,317,716 



Serial No.: 10/677,213 

Atty Docket No.: MS1-1676US 

Atty/Agent: Jason D. Mehigan 




www.leehayes.com ® 509.324.9256 



Claims 1-11. 15-35, 38-46, 92, and 93 Are Non-Obvious Over Barile in view 



of Christie and further in view of Day 

Claims 1-11, 15-35, 38-46, 92, and 93 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as allegedly being obvious over Barile in view of Christie and further in view of Day. 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 



Independent Claim 1 

Claim 1, as previously presented, recites: 
A method, comprising: 

receiving an identifier of a first participant of a plurality of 
participants of a multi-party conference; 

receiving a first signal indicating that the first participant is 
providing information to the multi-party conference; and 

displaying, on a user interface, a first indication that the first 
participant is providing information to the multi-party conference in 
response to the received first signal, wherein the first indication 
comprises displaying, on the user interface, the identifier at a top 
position within a list of identifiers of the plurality of participants, the 
position designated for a participant providing information to the 
multi-party conference wherein the identifier of the first participant 
comprises a location associated with the first participant. 

The Office acknowleges Barile and Christie fail to teach or suggest "displaying, 
on a user interface,... the identifier of the first participant comprises a location 
associated with the first participant." Office Action , pp. 4-5. The Office alleges the 
aforementioned feature is taught or suggested by the embodiment of a table 316 in a 
database, Fig. 5 in Day, which cross references phone location with participant voice 
recordings of themselves that identify the participant by name. Id. at p. 5. Applicant 
respectfully disagrees. 

Day generally pertains to a "method for identifying teleconference participants." 
Day , Abstract. Specifically, Day states: 
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[T]he invention relates to a conference system that includes an 
initialization means for initializing a call between participants located 
in at least two remote locations and an identifying means for 
identifying one of the participants in one remote location.... The 
initialization means comprises table means for creating a table 
associating each of the participants to a position in a particular 
remote station. 

Day , Abstract. 

A table 316 stores the participant identification information according to the 
location of the phone, a voice print of each participant, and the calculated location of 
each participant with respect to the phone using directional microphones. Id, at Fig. 5; 
]d. at col. 2, Ins. 45-51. Specifically, "Fig. 5 is an embodiment of the table 316... [and] 
includes a column identifying the station, a column identifying the participant position 
[with respect to the phone], and a column containing the recording voice segment of the 
corresponding participant." ]d. at col. 4, Ins. 3-10. Day describes the voice segments 
as recordings of the participants stating their names. Examples of the voice segments 
include recordings of the following phrases: "Bob," "Hi, I'm Jane," and "Urn, Joe." ]d. at 
col. 4, Ins. 13-15. The table 316 is described as a memory component of an 
initialization module that initiates a roll call process for each connected station. Id. at 
Fig. 3. The initialization module includes a prompts each participant to record an audio 
track that represents the identity of the participants, jd. Day states that the table is built 
by the server that associates the participant position and recorded voice segment to 
each station, the station being a remote phone. Id- at col. 5, Ins. 23-29. The server 
monitors the phone call and waits to receive a request to identify a participant last to 
speak. If the server receives a request, it plays the voice segment associated with 
participant who spoke last. Id. at col. 5, Ins. 40-45. The server processes all such 



Serial No.: 10/677,213 

Atty Docket No.: MS1-1676US 

Atty/Agent: Jason D. Mehigan 




www.leehayes.com • 509.324.9256 



requests until the conference ends or no more requests are received. Id- at col. 5, Ins. 



The graphical embodiment of table 316 in Fig. 5 of Day fails to teach or suggest 
"displaying, on a user interface,... the identifier of the first participant comprises a 
location associated with the first participant," as recited in claim 1. Neither the 
initialization module or server described in Day teaches or suggests that the table in Fig. 
5 is displayed on a user interface. At most, Day describes the transfer of audio 
information from the server to the conference participants. Id. at col. 5, Ins. 40-50. 

Further, Day merely states that the table in Fig. 5 is a representation of what 
information is stored in table 316. ]d. at col. 4, Ins. 3-4. Day describes the table as an 
indication of what type of information is stored. For example, one column includes a 
station ID, another column indicates the position of the participant with respect to the 
phone, and another column includes an audio file that is a participant made recording of 
their own name. Id. at col. 4, Ins. 3-15. 

Further, Day fails to disclose, teach, or suggest that the table 316 is displayed to 
conference participants in any manner. For example, neither the initialization module 
that sends data to be stored in table 316 or the server that receives requests to play the 
voice recordings stored in table 316 includes a display that could display the table in 
Fig. 5 on a user interface. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits, Day does not 
teach or suggest that the information in table 316 can be displayed on a user interface. 
Therefore, Day fails to teach or suggest "displaying, on a user interface,... the identifier 
of the first participant comprises a location associated with the first participant," as 
recited in claim 1 . 



48-50. 
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For at least the reasons presented herein, the combination of Barile, Christie, 
and Day do not teach or suggest all of the features of claim 1 . Accordingly, Applicant 
respectfully requests that the Office withdraw the 103 rejection of claim 1 . 



Dependent Claims 2-11 and 15-26 

Claims 2-11 and 15-26 ultimately depend from independent claim 1. As 
discussed above, claim 1 is allowable over the cited documents. Therefore, claims 2-11 
and 15-26 are also allowable over the cited documents of record for at least their 
dependency from an allowable base claim, and also for the additional features that each 
recites. 



Independent Claim 27 

Claim 27, as previously presented, recites: 

A computer-readable tangible medium having computer- 
executable instructions that, upon execution, facilitate a computing 
device in performing operations comprising: 

receiving an identifier of a first participant of a plurality of 
participants of a multi-party conference; 

receiving a first signal indicating that the first participant is 
providing information to the multi-party conference; and 

displaying, by a user interface configured to display, a first 
indication that the first participant is providing information to the 
multi-party conference in response to the received first signal, 
wherein the first indication comprises displaying, on the user 
interface, the identifier at a top position within a list of identifiers of 
the plurality of participants, the position designated for a participant 
providing information to the multi-party conference wherein the 
identifier of the first participant comprises a location associated with 
the first participant. 
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For reasons similar to those discussed above in the remarks for claim 1, 
Applicant submits that the combination of Barile, Christie, and Day fails to teach or 
suggest "displaying, by a user interface configured to display... the identifier of the first 
participant comprises a location associated with the first participant," as recited in claim 
27. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the Office withdraw the 103 
rejection of claim 27. 



Dependent Claims 28-35 and 38-40 

Claims 28-35 and 38-40 ultimately depend from independent claim 27. As 
discussed above, claim 27 is allowable over the cited documents. Therefore, claims 28- 
35 and 38-40 are also allowable over the cited documents of record for at least their 
dependency from an allowable base claim, and also for the additional features that each 
recites. 



Independent Claim 41 

Claim 41, as previously presented, recites: 

A system for multi-party conferencing for a plurality of 
participants, the system comprising: 
a user interface (Ul); and 

an information source indicator to cause the Ul to display an 
identifier corresponding to a participant in response to receiving a 
signal that indicates that the participant is providing information to 
the multi-party conference, wherein the displayed identifier is at a 
position within a list of identifiers of the plurality of participants, the 
position designated for a participant providing information to the 
multi-party conference wherein the identifier corresponding to the 
participant comprises a location associated with the participant. 



For reasons similar to those discussed above in the remarks for claim 1, 
Applicant submits the combination of Barile, Christie, and Day fail to teach or suggest 
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"an information source indicator to cause the Ul to display an identifier... the identifier 
corresponding to the participant comprises a location associated with the participant," 
as recited in claim 41. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the Office 
withdraw the 103 rejection of claim 41 . 

Dependent Claims 42-46 

Claims 42-46 ultimately depend from independent claim 41. As discussed 
above, claim 41 is allowable over the cited documents. Therefore, claims 42-46 are 
also allowable over the cited documents of record for at least their dependency from an 
allowable base claim, and also for the additional features that each recites. 

Claim 91 Is Non-Obvious Over Barile in view of Tackin and further in view 
of Disney 

Claim 91 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being obvious 
over Barile in view of Tackin and further in view of Disney. Applicant respectfully 
traverses the rejection. Nevertheless, for the sole purpose of expediting the prosecution 
of this matter and without commenting on the propriety of the rejection, Applicant 
cancels claim 91. 

Claim 94 Is Non-Obvious Over Barile in view of Tackin and further in view 
of Holzrichter 

Claim 94 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being obvious 
over Barile in view of Tackin and further in view of Holzrichter. Applicant respectfully 
traverses the rejection. Nevertheless, for the sole purpose of expediting the prosecution 
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of this matter and without commenting on the propriety of the rejection, Applicant 
cancels claim 94. 

Claim 95 Is Non-Obvious Over Barile in view of Tackin and further in view 
of Braida 

Claim 95 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being obvious 
over Barile in view of Tackin and further in view of Braida. Applicant respectfully 
traverses the rejection. Nevertheless, for the sole purpose of expediting the prosecution 
of this matter and without commenting on the propriety of the rejection, Applicant 
cancels claim 95. 
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Conclusion 

For at least the foregoing reasons, all pending claims are in condition for 
allowance. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and prompt issuance of the 
application. 

If any issues remain that would prevent allowance of this application, Applicant 
requests that the Examiner contact the undersigned representative before issuing 
a subsequent Action. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lee & Hayes, PLLC 
Representative for Applicant 

/Jason D. Mehiqan 64.307/ Dated: 7/6/10 

Jason D. Mehigan 

(jasonm@leehayes.com; 509-944-4743) 
Registration No. 64,307 

David A. Divine 

(Daved@leehayes.com; 509-944-4733) 
Registration No. 51 ,275 
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